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1 Once that is done -- and that would include 

2 going out for a round of public meetings. Once that 

3 is done, we will have to come to this Council and 

4 also seek some other alternative funding sources to 

5 actually implement that plan, but the plan is still 

6 in its formulation stages right now as far as 

7 dealing with the regional and the off-site drainage. 

8 CHAIR CARROLL: Ms. Anderson. 

9 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Yeah, okay, the current master 

10 drainage plan for Kihei was completed in '93. So 

11 can you anticipate what kind of changes and how long 

12 it's going to take to do this new updated master 

13 plan? 

14 CHAIR CARROLL: Mr. Arakawa. 

15 MR. ARAKAWA: I don't have a schedule for you right now, 

16 but I know we have gone through the procurement 

17 process. We have a consultant on board and they've 

18 started, but I haven't seen any draft report. I 

19 know we haven't had any public meetings at this 

20 point, but I can get back to the Committee if that's 

21 what you want as far as some sort of a timetable. 

22 CHAIR CARROLL: If you could get that to the Chair, and I 

23 will make sure the members receive it. 

24 MR. ARAKAWA: I can do that. 

25 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: My concern, Mr. Arakawa, is that 
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1 76 percent of the homes in this lower phase are in 

2 the floodplain. And if there's a hundred-year storm 

3 and they are making alterations to the existing 

4 drainage area, hopefully for the betterment, but I 

5 don't know that. So I'm asking you if there were a 

6 hundred-year storm, what would be the impact to the 

7 houses and the roadway and the down stream 

8 properties? Would they all be flooded out up to 

9 three feet? 

10 MR. ARAKAWA: I think you need to look at the Flood Hazard 

11 District Ordinance requirements and actual flood 

12 zone for that area, and Mr. Unemori went over that 

13 previously. It would be subject to some flooding, 

14 but the actual use of the property for residential 

15 is covered by Chapter 19.62, the Flood Hazard 

16 District Ordinance. 

17 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: I understand that. I've read the 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

ordinance. What I'm asking you is that their 

drainage facility is only sized to retain or contain 

the amount of CFCs, cubic feet per second, that will 

be coming off of their site, but there's going to be 

water coming from above their site at the same time. 

So if you have a hundred-year flood or a 

hundred-year storm and their drainage is only sized 

for the amount of water generated from their project 
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1 site, what's going to happen with the waters that 

2 are coming above them? 

3 CHAIR CARROLL: Mr. Arakawa. 

4 MR. ARAKAWA: As I mentioned, it's going to flood. 

5 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: And it will flood the roadway and 

6 the down stream properties? 

7 MR. ARAKAWA: Yes. Yes. 

8 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Okay, thank you. 

9 CHAIR CARROLL: Thank you. 

10 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: I had some more questions on 

11 traffic, if I could ask. 

12 CHAIR CARROLL: Proceed. 

13 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: There's going to be a lot of cars 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

exiting onto South Kihei Road from this project. 

And I think all of us found that we had difficulty 

exiting ourselves on South Kihei Road today. And I 

don't know, I think most of you went South Kihei 

Road back to the building, but I went up Kulanihakoi 

and exited -- and entered, actually, off Pi~ilani 

Highway, which has a stop sign and a very small 

storage lane for left-hand turns. It's very 

precarious and extremely dangerous because you're 

turning onto a highway where cars are going 50 

40, 50, 60 miles an hour in either direction. And 

I'm very concerned about the safety of our people 
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1 living in this subdivision who are going to be 

2 exiting out onto either one much these roads. Did 

3 the Department of Public Works in reviewing this 

4 project recommend any mitigation measures? 

5 CHAIR CARROLL: Mr. Arakawa. 

6 MR. ARAKAWA: The Kulanihakoi-Pi'ilani intersection is 

7 under the jurisdiction of the State DOT. If it is a 

8 concern, I think the Council can certainly write to 

9 the State DOT. The intersection of Waipuilani and 

10 Pi'ilani Highway, it does have a right in and right 

11 out limitation right now. So, you know, it is 

12 something that, you know, I think DOT can consider 

13 if this Council wants the DOT to do that. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Did you review a traffic impact 

15 analysis for this project? 

16 MR. ARAKAWA: Our Department did, yes. 

17 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: And what was the -- what was the 

18 analysis for the intersection of Kulanihakoi and 

19 Pi'ilani Highway at the build out of this project? 

20 MR. ARAKAWA: I couldn't tell you offhand, but basically 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

given the amount of traffic that goes through that 

intersection, the amount of additional traffic 

that's caused by the development is a relatively 

small percentage of the total traffic that goes 

through that intersection. 
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1 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Well, how do you know that if you 

2 didn't review the analysis? 

3 MR. ARAKAWA: Our Department reviewed it. 

4 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: I have one other question for 

5 Mr. Arakawa. 

6 CHAIR CARROLL: Proceed. 

7 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: The entry roadway off Kulanihakoi 

8 into this project -- into the center of the project 

9 is a County -- is a County-reserved roadway. It's 

10 not built yet, but it's County land. And it appears 

11 that there - well, maybe I should ask, are you 

12 familiar with this road, the proposed roadway? 

13 MR. ARAKAWA: Are you -- are you asking me? Yes, I am. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Could you explain the 

15 configuration here of this roadway. 

16 CHAIR CARROLL: Mr. Arakawa. 

17 MR. ARAKAWA: The roadway is an entrance way into the 

18 project. I don't know, do you have a more specific 

19 question that --

20 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Well, specifically it's a County 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

roadway, and in the community plan it shows that 

it's planned to be a thoroughfare through this 

parcel, and it seems like it's been totally 

reconfigured and it's now being used as an entry way 

to this project and that's it. Is that a clear 

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC. 
(808) 524-2090 



LU 2/16/05 80 

1 understanding? 

2 MR. ARAKAWA: The Kihei-Makena Community Plan calls for 

3 some sort of a road right at this particular 

4 location, and it calls for it to extend and connect 

5 up to I believe it's Hoonani Street. 

6 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Right. 

7 MR. ARAKAWA: So the developer in this particular case is 

8 doing the roadway from Kulanihakoi, extending to 

9 his project, and there is a provision for an 

10 extension of the road from his subdivision terminus 

11 to the boundary, the southern boundary of this 

12 project to provide for that road in the event it 

13 does get built. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: In the event that it does get 

15 built. There's no plans to do that? 

16 MR. ARAKAWA: Not at this point. I think the big issue 

17 for the completion of the road is that it will have 

18 to bridge the -- that Waipuilani Gulch. And the 

19 other question I guess, you know, I would have is 

20 whether or not the neighborhood at Hoonani Street 

21 would really want the connection, but it is shown in 

22 the community plan. 

23 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Well, I think that there's a 

24 

25 

house built in the way now, so I don't know that 

you'd be able to get it connected to that road. So 
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1 all of the roadways within this subdivision, both 

2 Phase I and Phase II, will be built to County 

3 standards and the County will -- they will be 

4 dedicated to the County? 

5 MR. ARAKAWA: I believe that's the developer's intent. 

6 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: You don't expect it to happen as 

7 the Director? 

8 MR. ARAKAWA: Well, I mean, we haven't accepted -- we 

9 haven't reviewed the actual plans yet, but in going 

10 through this process, it seems like he is proposing 

11 to build it to standards. So we'll have to bring it 

12 to the Council and the Council will have to formally 

13 accept dedication of the roadway. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Right, and I understand that 

15 that's supposed to be the process that developers 

16 build to County standards so we can accept them as 

17 County roadways, correct? 

18 MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct. 

19 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Thank you. I want to continue on 

20 with traffic, but I'd like to ask Colleen or the 

21 Director some questions. I don't think Mr. Arakawa 

22 has an answer for me. 

23 CHAIR CARROLL: Okay, before you continue, is there anyone 

24 

25 

else that has anything they'd like to -- any 

questions they would like to bring forward? 
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1 Ms. Johnson. 

2 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I had just a couple things, and 

3 with regard to what Ms. Lovell had said earlier with 

4 regard to the suit, have you been given any 

5 indication by the developer as to what their intent 

6 is with regard to dropping this suit? You know, if 

7 it becomes a moot point if they're getting their 

8 approval, have you been given any indication at all? 

9 MS. LOVELL: No, I haven't had that discussion, but it --

10 it would seem that the - if approval were 

11 granted -- it wouldn't necessarily make the suit 

12 moot, just because it's asking for an interpretation 

13 of a particular statute, but I certainly would be 

14 willing to have that conversation with the lawyers 

15 in question, and I would advise them that it was my 

16 legal judgment at least that it would be unwise to 

17 continue with the lawsuit. 

18 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay, thank you. 

19 MS. LOVELL: And I would have the opportunity to go before 

20 a court and ask that the lawsuit be dismissed on 

21 that ground. 

22 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay, thank you. And this is more 

23 a comment. I see our Police Department is here. I 

24 don't know if Fire's here. 

25 CHAIR CARROLL: They are waiting patiently. 
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1 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Pardon? 

2 CHAIR CARROLL: They are waiting patiently if you have any 

3 questions. 

4 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Well, my question would be that in 

5 regard to an impact, again, because you're bringing, 

6 you know, people into the Kihei area that mayor may 

7 not already be there. With regard to the Police 

8 Station needs and that -- in that whole region, one 

9 of the things that I've become aware of is that 

10 they're desperately in need of some kind of site, 

11 and a building site, and with a project like this I 

12 wondered if there is -- even though this may not 

13 have a particular impact on the need to build a 

14 police station, would there be any inclination on 

15 the part of either this developer or a group of 

16 developers to help provide for some kind of police 

17 needs in that area? 

18 CHAIR CARROLL: All right, do you want the Captain to 

19 respond? 

20 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yeah, if the Captain can you know 

21 basically just state whether or not he's indicated 

22 that there is an impact and what his needs would be 

23 as a result of this particular development. 

24 CHAIR CARROLL: While he's coming down --

25 MR. FOLEY: Mr. Chairman, if I can respond while he's on 
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1 his way. Typically what we receive from the Police 

2 Department in this vicinity is a statement that all 

3 new developments will have a cumulative impact, and 

4 that these additional lots will increase the level 

5 of service for the Police Department. And I wanted 

6 to just mention that as part of our -- our carrying 

7 capacity study for South Maui we are working with 

8 the Police Department in locating a site for a 

9 Police Department police station in South Maui, 

10 but this wouldn't be a very good location for such a 

11 police station. 

12 CHAIR CARROLL: Captain. 

13 MR. MIYAHIRA: Anything that comes into South Maui, from 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

our perspective, has an impact. Ten trips per unit, 

90 units, that's 900 trips more than we got now. 

There's only one primary entrance to the unit -- I 

mean to the project off of Kulanihakoi. The one on 

South Kihei Road, I think it's a good idea that it's 

restricted. Single-family as opposed to 

multi-family, that's another good thing. Typically 

we have a little bit more -- I won't say problems, 

but as far as calls for service for multi-family 

projects. Excuse me. 

As far as -- this is from my personal 

perspective. I don't want to speak for the Chief 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

here, but I just had an exit interview with an 

officer that's leaving our district. I mean, we're 

already short, but his primary purpose in leaving 

was he's a veteran of 12 years. He's still paying 

rent. No housing. He's applied for a department in 

the mainland. He just had a baby last fall. He has 

his family to think about, and as far as the 

developer, I mean that's totally up to them. We 

don't accept gratuities or anything, but housing is 

an issue, especially for young officers or officers 

with families. 

Police station, yes, we need a new station. 

That's obvious for anybody who has seen where we're 

at now. As far as the location of the proposed site 

for a new South Maui station, it really doesn't 

matter, because we're supposed to be out on the road 

anyway. And any facility that gets built will 

probably be a facility that will bring a lot more 

functionality to this station, as opposed to now we 

transport prisoners to Wailuku. We're limited as 

far as the holding or processing of prisoners. So a 

new facility, a larger facility that is capable 

of -- to a certain degree more self-sufficient than 

we are now, it really doesn't matter as far as -- as 

far as that goes. And I think the focus as far as a 
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1 site for the station has been towards property that 

2 is owned by the County already. So as far as that 

3 goes, I don't know if that's sufficient an answer 

4 for you. 

5 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I think it is, and I think that 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

with regard to the comment too that Mr. Foley made, 

it's not so much that I'm looking at this site or 

for this developer to provide an on-site location. 

I'm thinking more of if we had a fee or if we had 

some cooperation between many of the smaller 

developers to actually build -- you know, even 

though it might be on County property, to build a 

station, it would be in the best interest of the 

community and would raise the quality of life. 

And I think that where they could come 

together and perhaps do a building maybe less 

expensively than we -- if we under take it as 

government, I would really like to see if there's 

any way you could explore maybe talking to some of 

the developers such as Mr. Betsill in the area to 

say, okay, if they have different expertise, if 

maybe they've even got an architect or somebody 

who's on their staff that could assist, even in 

in-kind to help facilitate something going forward, 

albeit on County property, so that it would serve 
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1 the whole area and smaller developments like this 

2 would benefit from it. 

3 So that's kind of more where I'm looking in 

4 this area. And whether it's a monetary contribution 

5 or in-kind or building it and then turning it over 

6 is kind of what I'm looking at. But anyway, I'm 

7 getting off the subject. 

8 CHAIR CARROLL: Yeah, Ms. Johnson, and to the other 

9 members over here, you know, I've been allowing a 

10 lot of latitude, because this is very important and 

11 we're all very concerned about housing. But for 

12 somebody who is going to look at this minutes, they 

13 would not realize we were looking at a community 

14 plan amendment. They would think we were doing a 

15 change in zoning. And we are getting very near the 

16 line to where we're coming -- almost crossing it 

17 already where we're suggesting that the developer 

18 would have to do certain things in order to have 

19 this community plan amendment that really are not 

20 appropriate in this meeting today. So if we could 

21 keep that in mind, this is for eight acres, a 

22 community plan amendment, to bring it down from 

23 Apartment to R-3. 

24 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: R-3, no, and I respect that. I 

25 just was more curious than anything to know if there 
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1 had been a dialogue. Because whenever we look at 

2 any kind of impact -- even though this is a lesser 

3 impact, which was alluded to by the Captain, in this 

4 particular case I think that it's important to know 

5 that everything we do, even if it is a 

6 single-family, has an impact. And all those things 

7 have to be taken into consideration. 

8 So I thank you for the latitude. And 

9 perhaps, Mr. Chair, if as a result of this, this 

10 could be an issue that is raised in another venue. 

11 We might be able to send a communication perhaps to 

12 Police and Planning with regard to the general plan 

13 and maybe even thinking of some creative way that we 

14 could -- you know, at least provide these facilities 

15 in another forum, but thank you. 

16 CHAIR CARROLL: This is something that should be discussed 

17 in Ms. Tavares' Committee, and we could proceed over 

18 there to try to see if we can get an item on the 

19 floor. Mr. Molina. 

20 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Thank you. 

21 COUNCILMEMBER MOLINA: Yeah, thank you, Chair. Can I 

22 request a two-minute recess? 

23 CHAIR CARROLL: Short recess. (Gavel) . 

24 RECESS: 5:17 p.m. 

25 RECONVENE: 5 : 21 p. m. 
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1 CHAIR CARROLL: (Gavel). This Land Use Committee meeting 

2 of February 16th, 2005 is now back in order -- is 

3 now reconvened. 

4 Members, we're going to lose quorum over here 

5 shortly. We have -- as I said earlier, I have 

6 allowed a lot of latitude because housing, of 

7 course, is one of the most important things we have 

8 in Maui County, and we all recognize that. However, 

9 this is, again, a change in zoning -- I mean, excuse 

10 me --

11 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: No. 

12 CHAIR CARROLL: Change in the community plan amendment. 

13 See what happens when you work too late? A change 

14 in the community plan amendment and not a change in 

15 zoning. I'm waiting till Ms. Lovell comes down. I 

16 will allow seven more minutes, until 5:30, 

17 discussion if you wish; otherwise, I'm going to give 

18 my recommendation. Any more discussion? 

19 VICE-CHAIR PONTANILLA: Recommendation. 

20 CHAIR CARROLL: If not -- we can't even find our paper 

21 anymore. If not, the Chair would entertain a motion 

22 to recommend that the proposed bill to amend the 

23 community plan be passed on first reading. 

24 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: So moved. 

25 COUNCILMEMBER MOLINA: Second. 
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1 CHAIR CARROLL: Been moved by Ms. Johnson, seconded by 

2 Mr. Molina. 

3 Ms. Johnson, discussion. 

4 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: No, I think we've just about 

5 flogged this to death here. So I think that the 

6 developers heard all of our concerns and I think 

7 there have been some good issues raised. And I do 

8 thank the Chair for at least, number one, having the 

9 site inspection so that we could see what we were 

10 actually discussing, and also allowing some latitude 

11 so that, you know, at least we can look at some of 

12 the things that we're going to be facing, had it 

13 been a change in zoning, but I appreciate it. 

14 CHAIR CARROLL: And the Chair will continue to have site 

15 inspections whenever possible. I think that's a 

16 good thing for our Committee. 

17 MS. NAKATA: Excuse me, Mr. Chair. 

18 CHAIR CARROLL: And 

19 MS. NAKATA: Mr. Chair. 

20 CHAIR CARROLL: - - I need. 

21 COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Staff. 

22 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Staff. 

23 MS. NAKATA: Will that include filing of the communication 

24 as well? 

25 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Include filing, yes. 
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1 CHAIR CARROLL: Yes, I'm going to do an amendment first 

2 for the -- and if there is no objection, we will add 

3 filing to that communication to your motion. 

4 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: No, I add filing to my motion. 

5 CHAIR CARROLL: Thank you. And I need an amendment to the 

6 motion to revise the bill to 2005. 

7 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I so move. 

8 COUNCILMEMBER MOLINA: Second. 

9 CHAIR CARROLL: Moved and seconded to amend the motion. 

10 Discussion? All those in favor of the amendment to 

11 the motion, signify by saying "aye." 

12 COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED AYE. 

13 CHAIR CARROLL: Opposed? 

14 VOTE: AYES: Councilmembers Anderson, Johnson, Mateo, 
Molina, Vice-Chair Pontanilla, and Chair 

15 Carroll. 
NOES: 

16 EXC. : 

17 ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

18 
MOTION CARRIED. 

19 
ACTION: 

20 

None. 
Councilmembers Hokama, Kane, and 
Tavares. 
None. 
None. 

APPROVE amendment to main motion. 

21 CHAIR CARROLL: Motion carried. Back to the main motion. 

22 All those in favor of the motion, please 

23 signify by saying "aye." 

24 COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED AYE. 

25 CHAIR CARROLL: Opposed? 
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1 VOTE: AYES: 

2 

Councilmembers Anderson, Johnson, Mateo, 
Molina, Vice-Chair Pontanilla, and Chair 
Carroll. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

NOES: 
EXC. : 

ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

MOTION CARRIED. 

ACTION: 

None. 
Councilmembers Hokama, Kane, and 
Tavares. 
None. 
None. 

Recommending FIRST READING of revised 
proposed bill and FILING of 
communication. 

9 CHAIR CARROLL: Motion carried. 

10 Members, thank you very much. I deeply 

11 appreciate your staying so late. 

12 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Mr. Chair, you didn't ask for any 

13 discussion on the motion, but obviously it's a 

14 little late, so ... 

15 CHAIR CARROLL: I am sorry. I did first time and I 

16 didn't I didn't see you, but it is too late, 

17 unless you would like to ask the members to 

18 reconsider. 

19 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: It's okay. 

20 CHAIR CARROLL: You have that option, Ms. --

21 COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: That's okay. 

22 CHAIR CARROLL: Thank you. The Chair appreciates that. 

23 Thank you again to all involved. This meeting is 

24 adjourned. (Gavel) . 

25 ADJOURN: 5: 25 p.m. 
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